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15459. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 56 Tnhs of Butter.. Decree q%jcizpn-

demnation éntered. Product releaséd under ‘_6b99;1d. (F. &'D. No.v

"22043. 1. S. Nos. 14830-%, 14840-x, 1434%~x.: 8. No. 69.) ‘ S
On August 11, 1927, the United States attornmey for the Western District: of
Kentucky, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agricu¥ture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 55 tubs of butter, rehaining in' the original unbroken
packages at Louisville, Ky., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Orleans Creamery Co., Orleans, Ind. in various consignments, on May 28,
June .8, and June 18, 1927, respectively, and transported from the State of
Indiana into the State of Kentucky, and charging adulteration in violation of
the food and drugs act. , L
1t was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated, in that a product
which contained less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had: been substi-
tuted for butter, a product which should eontain not less than 80 per cent
by weight of milk fat as prescribed by the act of March 4, 1923, which the
said article purported. to- be. : '

On September 29, 1927, the Orleans Creamery Co., Orleans, Ind., having

appeared as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation -was entered,

and it was ordered by the. court that the. product be released te the said

claimant, upon the execution of & bond in the sum of $2,000, conditioned in
part that the butter be brought into compliance with the.law under the
supervision of this department. . » .

15460. Adultérution of tomato catsup. U, S, v. Thomas Pa.ge, Bl\éa of
- guilty. Fine, $10Q9. (F. & D. Nos. 19358, 19647. I. 8. Nos. '2499-v,
16129~v, 17092-v.) i : : : c

On May 26 and June 15, 1925, respectively, the United ‘States attorney for

the Western District of New York, acting upon reports by the Secretary of

Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said distriet’

two informations against Thomas Page of Albion, N, Y., alleging shipment
by said defendant, in various consignments, on or about March 11 and May
21, 1924, from the State of New York into.the State of Pennsgylvania, and on’
or about August 2, 1924, from the State of New . York inte: the ‘State of
West -Virginia, of quantities of tomato catsup, which.was: adulterated.. The
article was labeled, in part: “Page Brand (or “Royal Kitchen Brand?”).
¥ * * Tomato Catsup * * * Packed by Thos:: Page (or *Thomasg
Page’) Albion, N. Y.”. : ‘ '

It was alleged in the informations that the article was, adulterated, in that it

consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, putrid, and decomposed veggtable
substance. ' - ’

On November 28, 1927, the two informations having been i::onsolidatégi, ;t'hé.

defendant entered a plea of guilty, and the eourt imposed a fine of $100.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

15461, Adultération and misbranding of asparagus tips.  U. S. v. B50 Caﬁp'es
) of Asparagus. Product ordered relegsed under bond to be re-
labeled. (F. & D. No. 22063. 1. 8. No. 19580~x. §. No. 102.). .

On September 19, 1927, the United ~States attorney for ~the Distriet ‘of-

Minpesota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in:
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying

seizure and condemnation of 550 cases of asparagus, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Minneésota Transfer, Minn., alleging ‘that the article

had been shipped by the Golden State Asparagu$ €o., from San Franeiseo,

Calif.,, July 21, 1927, and transported fromy "fﬁé"fS‘tate ‘of - California into - the"
State of Minnesota, and charging ‘adulteration ‘and mishranding in viélation of:
- the food and drugs act. The article was labeléd in ‘part: (Cans) * Emerald:
Tip (Cut of asparagus tips) ‘* * *° Brand Asparagus Too-Lee Ranch; Grand:
Island, Sacramento -River,”: (cases) ““Emerald ‘Brand Catifornfa ~Aspatragus, -

Packed by Golden State Asparagus Co., San Franeisco, Catifornia.,” ,
It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterdted, in that asparagis’
soup cuts had been substituted wholly or in part for the article, and 'in ‘that

asparagus center cuts and -butts had been’mixed and packeéd ‘therewith 8o

as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its quality and strength

‘Misbranding was ‘alleged’ for the reasen that "the 'statements’ E,'ﬁierald:

Tip Brand Asparagus, Too-Lee Ranch, Grand Island, Sacrdmento River,”

W. M. JARDINE; 'Seoﬂéafwky of Ag:r?iculizméQ
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